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1
RADIOMETRIC CALIBRATION FROM
NOISE DISTRIBUTIONS

RELATED APPLICATION(S)

This application is a Continuation of and claims benefit
from, U.S. patent application Ser. No. 13/400,283 that was
filed Feb. 20, 2012, and that is a continuation of U.S. Pat. No.
8,149,300 that was filed on Apr. 28, 2008, each of which is
incorporated herein by reference in its entirety.

BACKGROUND

Many computer vision algorithms rely on the assumption
that image intensities are linearly related to the image irradi-
ance recorded at the camera sensor. Since most cameras non-
linearly alter irradiance values for purposes such as dynamic
range compression, this assumption generally does not hold.
It is therefore important to calibrate the response function of
the camera so that the non-linear mapping can be inverted and
subsequent algorithms can assume linearity of intensity
observations.

Radiometric calibration aims to estimate the response
function f of a camera. The radiometric response function f
maps irradiance I that is captured at the sensor to the image
intensity M that is read from the camera:

M=A)

For vision algorithms and the like that require irradiance
values I rather than measured intensity M as input, the inverse
response function g=f~' needs to be determined so that mea-
sured intensities can be made linear with respect to irradi-
ances. Since response functions f are typically monotonic,
they tend to be invertible.

Many conventional methods for estimating a camera
response function require as input an image sequence taken
with varying exposures from a fixed camera. A few methods
allow some camera movement or scene motion, but still
require changes in exposure level. But in many applications
such as those of web cameras, multiple images at different
exposures cannot be obtained for radiometric calibration.
Accordingly, some previous methods have been proposed
without the need to make adjustments in camera exposure
settings. But such methods may require assumptions about
the radiometric response function of a camera that are often
invalid. Other previous methods may rely on statistical dis-
tributions of irradiance but may be susceptible to image noise.
Previous methods of radiometric calibration tend to be
degraded by imaging noise, particularly by high noise levels.

SUMMARY

The following presents a simplified summary of the dis-
closure in order to provide a basic understanding to the reader.
This summary is not an extensive overview of the disclosure
and it does not identify key/critical elements of the invention
or delineate the scope of the invention. Its sole purpose is to
present some concepts disclosed herein in a simplified form
as a prelude to the more detailed description that is presented
later.

The present examples provide technologies that enable
correcting for the non-linear relationship between scene irra-
diance and digital pixel intensity values of an image of the
scene produced by a camera. Imaging noise is used as a signal
from which a corrective function is derived. Noise distribu-
tions from the image are evaluated to determine the radiomet-
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2

ric response function of the camera, from which an inverse
response function is computed and used for calibration.

Many of the attendant features will be more readily appre-
ciated as the same become better understood by reference to
the following detailed description considered in connection
with the accompanying drawings.

DESCRIPTION OF THE DRAWINGS

The present description will be better understood from the
following detailed description considered in connection with
the accompanying drawings, wherein:

FIG. 1 is diagram showing symmetric profiles of noise
distributions in the image radiance domain and the corre-
sponding asymmetric profiles of the noise distributions in the
observation domain skewed by the non-linearity of the radio-
metric response function.

FIG. 2 is a diagram showing an example method for radio-
metric calibration of a camera.

FIG. 3 is a diagram showing an example of measuring the
degree of symmetry of a noise distribution.

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of an example system for radio-
metrically calibrating a camera.

FIG. 5 is a diagram showing a chart including an example
measured noise profile and a corresponding noise profile after
calibration.

FIGS. 6A and 6B show examples of incomplete noise
distributions.

FIG. 7 is a block diagram showing an example computing
environment in which the technologies described herein may
be implemented.

Like reference numerals are used to designate like parts in
the accompanying drawings.

DETAILED DESCRIPTION

The detailed description provided below in connection
with the accompanying drawings is intended as a description
of the present examples and is not intended to represent the
only forms in which the present examples may be constructed
or utilized. The description sets forth at least some of the
functions of the examples and/or the sequence of steps for
constructing and operating examples. However, the same or
equivalent functions and sequences may be accomplished by
different examples.

Although the present examples are described and illus-
trated herein as being implemented in a computing environ-
ment, the system described is provided as an example and not
a limitation. As those skilled in the art will appreciate, the
present examples are suitable for application in a variety of
different types of computing environments or the like.

Radiometric calibration is a process of determining the
relationship between the physical brightness of a scene (scene
radiance) and digital pixel values of an image of the scene
(intensity observations) as produced by a camera or the like.
Typically there is a non-linear relationship between the scene
radiance and image intensity, the non-linearity varying with
different cameras. The technologies described herein enable
correcting for this non-linear relationship by using imaging
noise as a signal from which a corrective function can be
derived.

FIG. 1 is diagram showing symmetric profiles 121 and 122
of noise distributions in the image radiance domain (e.g., on
axis 120) and the corresponding asymmetric profiles 131 and
132 ofthe noise distributions in the observation domain (e.g.,
on axis 130) skewed by the non-linearity of the radiometric
response function 110. The profiles on irradiance axis 120
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represent the intensity of light reflected from a scene that
enters a camera. The corresponding profiles on observation
axis 130 represent intensity values of an image of the scene
captured by a camera. Curve 110 represents the radiometric
response function of the camera that maps the intensity of the
irradiance that enters the camera to the observed intensity of
the image that is output from the camera.

Irradiance curves 121 and 122 each represent a distribution
of'noise around a given irradiance intensity value. Each noise
distribution is shown symmetrically distributed around the
true intensity value. However, the corresponding observed
noise distributions 131 and 132 are asymmetrically skewed.
Because of the symmetrically random nature of noise sources
in the imaging process, asymmetry of the observed noise
distributions is the result of a non-linear transformation that
occurs in the camera due to the radiometric response function.
The terms “radiometric response function” and “response
function” are generally used herein synonymously. The term
“inverse response function” generally refers to a function that
is the inverse of a radiometric response function.

As known to those of skill in the art, noise distributions,
such as distributions 121 and 122, may be derived in a variety
of conventional ways. In one example, this may be done by
measuring the intensity of a pixel over a number of video
frames with a fixed camera viewing a static scene. In another
example, this may be done by grouping pixels within an
image that are expected to have the same scene intensity.
Other methods or techniques may alternatively or addition-
ally be used to derive suitable noise distributions.

Noise has widely been considered a nuisance in computer
vision, but the technologies provided herein make use of
noise as a signal for estimating radiometric response func-
tions, even high levels of noise. The technologies provided
make use of the symmetry of noise distributions, which is not
affected by noise level. In general, imaging noise tends to be
symmetrical in nature. Since noise in inevitable in imaging,
these technologies have wide applicability.

One significant source of imaging noise is the camera
itself. Noise is introduced into intensity observations at mul-
tiple points along the imaging pipeline of a camera. The terms
“noise” and “imaging noise” and the like as used herein
generally refer to disturbances that cause an observed inten-
sity value to vary from the actual irradiance intensity of a
scene. Prominent sources of noise may include random noise
associated with analog to digital (“A/D”) conversion and
uneven photon flow from the original scene, fixed pattern
noise due to differences in sensitivity among photon detectors
in the imaging array, and dark current noise that results from
measurement of thermal radiation within the camera. Alter-
natively or additionally, other sources of imaging noise may
affect observed image intensity. Such noise is generally con-
sidered symmetrical in nature.

The terms “irradiance intensity”, “true scene intensity”,
“true intensity value”, and the like as used herein generally
refer to the actual scene radiance arriving at a camera. These
values are typically perturbed by imaging noise before being
represented in a digital image produced by the camera. The
term “observed intensity value” or the like generally refers to
an intensity value based on scene radiance and potentially
impacted imaging noise. The terms “noise curve”, “curve”,
“profile”, “noise distribution”, and the like as used herein
typically refer to a representation of the noise characteristics
of a camera providing the observed intensity values. Such
noise characteristics are generally represented by a radiomet-
ric response function.

FIG. 2 is a diagram showing an example method 200 for
radiometric calibration of a camera. In general, method 200
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4

includes examining noise profiles at multiple intensity levels
to estimate a radiometric response function describing the
noise characteristics of the camera. The radiometric response
function describes the transformation of symmetrical noise
distributions viewed by the camera into the corresponding
asymmetrical noise distributions output by the camera.
Because a radiometric response function is monotonic, an
inverse response function can be estimated and used to radio-
metrically calibrate the camera.

Block 210 generally illustrates the imaging process per-
formed by the camera. Scene irradiance is viewed by the
camera resulting in symmetric irradiance noise profiles 212 at
each viewed intensity level due to the noise characteristics of
the camera. Camera noise characteristics may be modeled by
a radiometric response function f 214 which describes the
transformation of the viewed symmetrical noise profiles into
measured asymmetric noise profiles 220 at image intensity
levels output by the camera.

Block 230 generally illustrates radiometric calibration of
the camera including estimating an inverse response function
g 212 based on function f 214 that can be applied to image
intensity values resulting in projected irradiance noise distri-
butions 234 consistent with the symmetric irradiance noise
profiles 212 originally viewed by the camera.

FIG. 3 is a diagram showing an example of measuring the
degree of symmetry of a noise distribution 310. Such a noise
distribution is generally based on multiple samples of a par-
ticular intensity. In one example, such a noise distribution
may be obtained by combining the intensity values from the
same pixel of multiple samples of the same scene. The num-
ber of such samples may be about 100. In other examples, any
suitable technique can be used to obtain a noise distribution,
including conventional techniques.

Axis 340 typically indicates intensity level. Peak 311 rep-
resents the most frequent intensity level in distribution 310,
the distribution mode. The symmetry metric S may be calcu-
lated by computing the distance from distribution mode 311
to the profile of the distribution at multiple different heights,
e.g., example heights 312a-312e. At each i-th height in the
distribution q 310, the distance to the profile on the left 320
and on the right 330 of peak 311 are respectively computed.
The degree of symmetry of distribution q 310 is then evalu-
ated as:

n TN Equation (1)
s =3[z
n dg; +d3;

i=1

where n is the number of heights to be evaluated. A larger
value of n typically yields a more accurate result at a cost of
greater computation time, which is generally proportional to
n. In one example, a value of 20 for n is sufficient. The
denominator of Equation (1) normalizes each term by the
distribution width at the given height. Larger values of S (as S
tends to zero) generally indicate greater symmetry. While any
symmetry metric or skewness metric may in principle be used
in place of Equation (1), other metrics may be less sensitive to
slight changes in distribution structure.

With the symmetry measure of Equation (1), the inverse
response function g can be computed from a set of collected
noise profiles Q by maximizing the following energy function
s0 as to maximize the symmetry of all the distributions in Q:
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1 1 Fouation (2
E(g; ) = ﬁz 8(g; ) = ﬁz 8(2(q)) quation (2)
qe0)

geQ)

where QI represents the number of noise distributions in set
Q. This function evaluates the degree of symmetry of noise
profiles that are projected to the irradiance domain by the
inverse response function g.

While argmax, B(g) gives the optimal estimate of the
inverse response function g, it may be computationally diffi-
cult to solve for a non-parametric inverse response function
because of the large number of intensity levels (e.g., 256
intensity levels for 8-bit images).

To facilitate optimization, a parametric model based on a
principal components analysis (“PCA”) on a database of real-
world response functions may be utilized. The response func-
tions in the database of response functions or the like are first
inverted so that the principal components of the inverse
response functions can be computed. With these principal
components, an inverse response function g can be repre-
sented as:

g=go+Hc Equation (3)

where g, is the mean response function of the inverse
response functions in the database of response functions, H is
the matrix whose columns are composed of the first N eigen-
vectors, and ¢ is an N-dimensional vector of PCA coefficients.
In one example the value for N is set to 5. With this represen-
tation of inverse response functions, the problem is trans-
formed into estimating the N coefficients of c:

¢ = argmaxE(g; g = go + He) Equation (4)
[

The database of response functions (“DoRF”) typically
includes a set of captured response functions from many
different cameras that have been inverted. A model, such as
described in Equation (3), may be formed based on principal
components analysis of the major variations of the many
inverse response functions in the DoRF. The set of inverse
response functions in the DoRF can be indexed by vector c. In
the example where N=5. Equation (3) can be solved for the 5
parameters that describe the inverse response function in the
DoRF that best maximizes the energy of Equation (2), thus
maximizing the symmetry of all the distributions in Q. In
alternate example, any number of parameters or dimensions
N may be used to model the response functions in the DoRF.

Note that the Intensity axis 340 represents a range of inten-
sity. As known to those of skill in the art, pixel values of a
digital image are typically discrete values within such a
range. For example, a grayscale intensity range may be rep-
resented using 8 bits to provide 256 possible grayscale inten-
sity values ranging from 0 to 255. Similar representations
may be used for different color intensity ranges, such as for
the intensity of each of red, green, and blue (“RGB”) or the
like. Alternatively, other scales or bit counts or value ranges
may be used to represent various types of scene intensity. The
technologies described herein may be applied to grayscale
intensities and/or to individual or combined color intensities.

FIG. 4 is a block diagram of an example system 400 for
radiometrically calibrating a camera. Example system 400
typically includes pre-processing module (“PPM”) 410,
inverse response function calculator (“IRFC”) 420, and trans-
formation module (“TRAM”) 430. Interface 402 may enable
system 400 to be accessed and/or controlled by, or to interface
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6

with, any other system, device, user, camera 490, or the like.
These elements may be further broken down into sub-ele-
ments and/or may be combined in whole or in part with one or
more of the other elements or sub-elements. Database of
response functions 490 may be distinct from system 400 or
may be included as an element of system 400. System 400
may be integrated into camera 480 or may be distinct from
camera 480.

PPM 410 typically accepts image data from camera 480 or
from any other source of image data, such as a storage device
or the like. Such image data may be in the form of an image
file or the like. The image data may represent a scene or
scenes 470 viewed by camera 480 or the like. The image data
is typically stored and converted to a set of distributions. In
particular, one or more asymmetric noise distributions 472
may be derived from the image data, the asymmetry of the
noise distributions typically resulting from imaging noise
related to camera 480. PPM 410 typically evaluates the image
data and calculates a radiometric response function f that
describes the asymmetry of distributions 472 relative to the
symmetric noise distributions of the original scene 470,
accounting for the imaging noise. The radiometric response
function f may be similar to or the same as that described in
connect on with block 210 of FIG. 2. In general, PPM 410
may be a software module(s), process(es), application(s),
firmware routine(s), electronic module(s), device(s), a com-
bination of two or more of the foregoing, or any other pre-
processing means operable to accept image data input and to
derive therefrom a set of asymmetric noise distributions.

IRFC 420 typically calculates the inverse response func-
tion g from the radiometric response function f. The inverse
response function g may be calculated as described in con-
nection with FIG. 3, IRFC 420 may make use of DoRF 490
(such as that described in connection with FIG. 3) in optimiz-
ing the calculation of g. In general, IRFC 420 may be a
software module(s), process(es), application(s), firmware
routine(s), electronic module(s), device(s), a combination of
two or more of the foregoing, or any other calculation means
operable to accept noise distribution(s) and/or response func-
tion(s) as input and to derive therefrom an inverse response
function.

TRAM 430 typically applies inverse response function g to
the imaging data to correct for any imaging noise introduced
by camera 480 or the like, resulting in corrected image data as
suggested by symmetric distribution 440. In this manner,
noise, regardless of level, is used as a signal for curing image
data of negative effects caused by the noise. In general,
TRAM 430 may be a software module(s), process(es), appli-
cation(s), firmware routine(s), electronic module(s), device
(s), a combination of two or more of the foregoing, or any
other transformation means operable to transform image data
based on an inverse response function.

FIG. 5 is a diagram showing a chart 500 including an
example measured noise profile 510 and a corresponding
noise profile 520 after calibration. Noise profile 510 was
measured using a Canon EOS 20D camera (ISO 1600). Chart
500 shows a real-world example of how a measured asym-
metric noise profile is projected using a radiometric response
function into a symmetric distribution in the irradiance
domain.

FIGS. 6A and 6B show examples of incomplete noise
distributions. FIG. 6A shows a partial distribution of which
the upper portion can be used for evaluating the degree of
symmetry. FIG. 6B shows a partial distribution that is typi-
cally discarded due to insufficient symmetry data. Noise dis-
tributions may run up against an upper bound (such as shown
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in FIGS. A and B) or a lower bound or both. Such bounds may
be the limits of irradiance intensity that a camera or the like
can measure.

In such cases where noise profiles g(¥qe€2) do not cover
the entire range of irradiance values, there may exist multiple
solutions that result in symmetry of noise distributions. To
avoid this ambiguity, additional constraints on the inverse
response function, such as smoothness and monotonicity,
may be used. In one example, data from a DoRF (such as that
described in connection with FIG. 4) may be used to regulate
the solution.

Using the eigenvectors of Equation (3), the PCA coeffi-
cients of each inverse response function in the DoRF may be
computed. Then a model on inverse response functions may
be constructed by fitting a multivariate Gaussian mixture
model to the set of PCA coefficients:

K Equation (5)
plg) = Z aiN(g; pi, L)

i=1

where N represents a normal distribution with mean 1, and
covariance matrix Z,. In one example, the value of K is
empirically set to 5, and the mixture model is obtained using
a conventional cross-entropy method. Further, the likelihood
of the degree of symmetry may be modeled as:

1 Equation (6)
p(Q] g = zéXp(—/\E(g; )

which is a variation of Equation (2), where Z is the normal-
ization factor, and where it is a regularization coefficient
which, in one example, is empirically set to 10%,

The optimal coefficients ¢ that define the inverse response
function g may be solved for in the following maximum a
posteriori (MAP) problem:

& = argmaxp(g(c) | ) = argmaxp( | g(c)plg(e))  Equation (7)

Inserting Equations (5) and (6) into the logarithmic form of
Equation (7) results in:

¢ = argmindE(g(c); Q) — logp(g(c)) Equation (8)

where the optimized coefficients ¢ yield an estimate of the
inverse response function as g=g,+Hc.

FIG. 7 is a block diagram showing an example computing
environment 700 in which the technologies described herein
may be implemented. A suitable computing environment may
be implemented with numerous general purpose or special
purpose systems. Examples of well known systems may
include, but are not limited to, cell phones, digital cameras,
personal digital assistants (“PDA”), personal computers
(“PC”), hand-held or laptop devices, microprocessor-based
systems, multiprocessor systems, servers, workstations, con-
sumer electronic devices, set-top boxes, and the like.

Computing environment 700 typically includes a general-
purpose computing system in the form of a computing device
701 coupled to various components, such as peripheral
devices 702, 703, 704 and the like. System 700 may couple to

5

10

15

20

25

30

35

40

45

50

55

60

65

8

various other components, such as input devices 703, includ-
ing voice recognition, touch pads, buttons, keyboards and/or
pointing devices, such as a mouse or trackball, via one or
more input/output (“I/O”) interfaces 712. The components of
computing device 701 may include one or more processors
(including central processing units (“CPU”), graphics pro-
cessing units (“GPU”), microprocessors (“uP”), and the like)
707, system memory 709, and a system bus 708 that typically
couples the various components. Processor 707 typically pro-
cesses or executes various computer-executable instructions
to control the operation of computing device 701 and to
communicate with other electronic and/or computing
devices, systems or environment (not shown) via various
communications connections such as a network connection
714 or the like. System bus 708 represents any number of
several types of bus structures, including a memory bus or
memory controller, a peripheral bus, a serial bus, an acceler-
ated graphics port, a processor or local bus using any of a
variety of bus architectures, and the like.

System memory 709 may include computer readable
media in the form of volatile memory, such as random access
memory (“RAM”), and/or non-volatile memory, such as read
only memory (“ROM”) or flash memory (“FLASH”). A basic
input/output system (“BIOS”) may be stored in non-volatile
or the like. System memory 709 typically stores data, com-
puter-executable instructions and/or program modules com-
prising computer-executable instructions that are immedi-
ately accessible to and/or presently operated on by one or
more of the processors 707.

Mass storage devices 704 and 710 may be coupled to
computing device 701 or incorporated into computing device
701 via coupling to the system bus. Such mass storage devices
704 and 710 may include non-volatile RAM, a magnetic disk
drive which reads from and/or writes to a removable, non-
volatile magnetic disk (e.g., a “floppy disk) 705, and/or an
optical disk drive that reads from and/or writes to a non-
volatile optical disk such as a CD ROM, DVD ROM 706.
Alternatively, a mass storage device, such as hard disk 710,
may include non-removable storage medium. Other mass
storage devices may include memory cards, memory sticks,
tape storage devices, and the like.

Any number of computer programs, files, data structures,
and the like may be stored in mass storage 710, other storage
devices 704, 705, 706 and system memory 709 (typically
limited by available space) including, by way of example and
not limitation, operating systems, application programs, data
files, directory structures, computer-executable instructions,
and the like.

Output components or devices, such as display device 702,
may be coupled to computing device 701, typically via an
interface such as a display adapter 711. Output device 702
may be a liquid crystal display (“L.CD”). Other example
output devices may include printers, audio outputs, voice
outputs, cathode ray tube (“CRT”) displays, tactile devices or
other sensory output mechanisms, or the like. Output devices
may enable computing device 701 to interact with human
operators or other machines, systems, computing environ-
ments, or the like. A user may interface with computing
environment 700 via any number of different I/O devices 703
such as atouch pad, buttons, keyboard, mouse, joystick, game
pad, data port, and the like. These and other /O devices may
be coupled to processor 707 via I/O interfaces 712 which may
be coupled to system bus 708, and/or may be coupled by other
interfaces and bus structures, such as a parallel port, game
port, universal serial bus (“USB”), fire wire, infrared (“IR”)
port, and the like.



US 9,113,057 B2

9

Computing device 701 may operate in a networked envi-
ronment via communications connections to one or more
remote computing devices through one or more cellular net-
works, wireless networks, local area networks (“LLAN”), wide
area networks (“WAN™), storage area networks (“SAN”), the
internet, radio links, optical links and the like. Computing
device 701 may be coupled to a network via network adapter
713 or the like, or, alternatively, via a modem, digital sub-
scriber line (“DSL”) link, integrated services digital network
(“ISDN™) link, Internet link, wireless link, or the like.

Communications connection 714, such as a network con-
nection, typically provides a coupling to communications
media, such as a network. Communications media typically
provide computer-readable and computer-executable instruc-
tions, data structures, files, program modules and other data
using a modulated data signal, such as a carrier wave or other
transport mechanism. The term “modulated data signal” typi-
cally means a signal that has one or more of its characteristics
set or changed in such a manner as to encode information in
the signal. By way of example, and not limitation, communi-
cations media may include wired media, such as a wired
network or direct-wired connection or the like, and wireless
media, such as acoustic, radio frequency, infrared, or other
wireless communications mechanisms.

Power source 790, such as a battery or a power supply,
typically provides power for portions or all of computing
environment 700. In the case of the computing environment
700 being a mobile device or portable device or the like,
power source 790 may be a battery. Alternatively, in the case
computing environment 700 is a desktop computer or server
orthelike, power source 790 may be a power supply designed
to connectto an alternating current (“AC”) source, such as via
a wall outlet.

Some mobile devices may not include many of the com-
ponents described in connection with FIG. 7. For example, an
electronic badge may be comprised of a coil of wire along
with a simple processing unit 707 or the like, the coil config-
ured to act as power source 790 when in proximity to a card
reader device or the like. Such a coil may also be configure to
act as an antenna coupled to the processing unit 707 or the
like, the coil antenna capable of providing a form of commu-
nication between the electronic badge and the card reader
device. Such communication may not involve networking,
but may alternatively be general or special purpose commu-
nications via telemetry, point-to-point, RF, IR, audio, or other
means. An electronic card may not include display 702, I/O
device 703, or many of the other components described in
connection with FIG. 7. Other mobile devices that may not
include many of the components described in connection
with FIG. 7, by way of example and not limitation, include
electronic bracelets, electronic tags, implantable devices, and
the like.

Those skilled in the art will realize that storage devices
utilized to provide computer-readable and computer-execut-
able instructions and data can be distributed over a network.
For example, a remote computer or storage device may store
computer-readable and computer-executable instructions in
the form of software applications and data. A local computer
may access the remote computer or storage device via the
network and download part or all of a software application or
data and may execute any computer-executable instructions.
Alternatively, the local computer may download pieces of the
software or data as needed, or distributively process the soft-
ware by executing some of the instructions at the local com-
puter and some at remote computers and/or devices.

Those skilled in the art will also realize that, by utilizing
conventional techniques, all or portions of the software’s
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computer-executable instructions may be carried out by a
dedicated electronic circuit such as a digital signal processor
(“DSP”), programmable logic array (“PLA”), discrete cir-
cuits, and the like. The term “electronic apparatus” may
include computing devices or consumer electronic devices
comprising any software, firmware or the like, or electronic
devices or circuits comp sing no software, firmware or the
like.

The term “firmware” typically refers to executable instruc-
tions, code, data, applications, programs, or the like main-
tained in an electronic device such as a ROM. The term
“software” generally refers to executable instructions, code,
data, applications, programs, or the like maintained in or on
any form of computer-readable media. The term “computer-
readable media” typically refers to system memory, storage
devices and their associated media, and the like.

In view of the many possible embodiments to which the
principles of the present invention and the forgoing examples
may be applied, it should be recognized that the examples
described herein are meant to be illustrative only and should
not be taken as limiting the scope of the present invention.
Therefore, the invention as described herein contemplates all
such embodiments as may come within the scope of the
following claims and any equivalents thereto.

The invention claimed is:

1. A method performed on at least one electronic module,
the method comprising calibrating, at least in part by the at
least one electronic module, a device based on intensity val-
ues that correspond to noise of the device.

2. The method of claim 1 where the noise comprises imag-
ing noise.

3. The method of claim 1 where the noise is represented in
an image provided by the device.

4. The method of claim 3 where the calibrating is further
based on an asymmetric noise distribution derived from the
image.

5. The method of claim 4 where the calibrating is further
based on a radiometric response function that describes the
asymmetric noise distribution relative to a symmetric noise
distribution of an original scene captured in the image.

6. The method of claim 5 where the calibrating is further
based on an inverse response function derived from the radio-
metric response function.

7. The method of claim 6 further comprising applying the
inverse response function to the image data resulting in cor-
rected image data of the image regardless of a level of the
noise.

8. At least one computer-readable media that is not a signal
or wave per se, the at least one computer-readable media
storing computer-executable instructions that, when executed
by at least one processor of a computing device that includes
memory, cause the computing device to perform actions com-
prising calibrating, at least in part by the computing device, a
device based on intensity values that correspond to noise of
the device.

9. The at least one computer-readable media of claim 8
where the noise comprises imaging noise.

10. The at least one computer-readable media of claim 8
where the noise is represented in an image provided by the
device.

11. The at least one computer-readable media of claim 10
where the calibrating is further based on an asymmetric noise
distribution derived from the image.

12. The at least one computer-readable media of claim 11
where the calibrating is further based on a radiometric
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response function that describes the asymmetric noise distri-
bution relative to a symmetric noise distribution of an original
scene captured in the image.

13. The at least one computer-readable media of claim 12
where the calibrating is further based on an inverse response
function derived from the radiometric response function.

14. The at least one computer-readable media of claim 13,
the actions further comprising applying the inverse response
function to the image data resulting in corrected image data of
the image regardless of a level of the noise.

15. A system comprising at least one electronic module
configured for performing actions comprising calibrating, at
least in part by the at least one electronic module, a device
based on intensity values that correspond to noise of the
device.

16. The system of claim 15 where the noise comprises
imaging noise.

17. The system of claim 15 where the noise is represented
in an image provided by the device.

18. The system of claim 17 where the calibrating is further
based on an asymmetric noise distribution derived from the
image.

19. The system of claim 18 where the calibrating is further
based on a radiometric response function that describes the
asymmetric noise distribution relative to a symmetric noise
distribution of an original scene captured in the image, and
where the calibrating is further based on an inverse response
function derived from the radiometric response function.

20. The system of claim 19, the actions further comprising
applying the inverse response function to the image data
resulting in corrected image data of the image regardless of a
level of the noise.
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